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SETTLEMENT A GREEMENT
==t N AGREEMENT

Plaintiffs’ counsel, Stefani & Stefani, Professional Corporaﬁon, Mayor Kwanie
Kilpatrick (“Mayor”) and the City of Detroit (“City”) enter irto this Agreement erfective
October 17, 2007,

In consideration of the mutual promises coniained herein, (he parties agree as follovs:

1. Stefani & Stefani, on behalf of jg clients, employees, its shareholders ang
investigators (“S&S™) agree to transfer ownership of and surrender to an attomey designated b v

the Mayor and the City all records, originals and copics, of text messages from Skytel Mes saging

for the text pager leased by the City of Detroit and issued to Christine Beatty for the periods of

September through October 2002 and Apri] through May 2003 (“Records™).

2. S&S further agrees not to file the supplemental brief for attorney fees’ and costs
containing the excerpted quotations from the Records and to destroy all copies of said bricf and
to delete from its computers all drafis of the bricf a the final bricf.

3. S&S agrees to require each ofits en:pioyees to enter .nto an agreement to r frain
from disclosing to any person or entity the existence or conten: of such Records or such
supplemental brief or any other matter related to the circumstances concerning those Records or
the resolution of the cases which are the subject of this Agreement, In the event thai any
employee of S&S violates this provision, S&:S shal! be responsibic f::r liquidated damages t : the

City in the amount of $2,666,666.00 and such emplovee shall i tim be liable for liquic:ied

‘damages in the same amount to S&S.

a, S&S further agrees 1o require Gary Brown and Harold Nelthrope and

.. Walter Harris to enter into g confidentiality agreement not 1o disclose the terms of thig scttleriont

200

to any person or entity and to agree 1o refzr all inguivio. concerning tiie terms of this settien.ent
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to S&S which will simply advise such persons or catities that the Plaintiffs agreed to aczept an
amount substantially less than the full amount they were entitled to in order to aveid the
uncettainty of a trial or an appeal.

b. Brown shall enter into an dsreement with respect to the Recoris and
information contained therein similar to the agreement entered into by S&S employecs, but
specifying liquidated damages of $3 milliop payable (o the City.

C. Nelthrope shall enter into an agreement with respect to the Records and
information contained therein similar to the agreement entered into by S&S employees, but
specifying liquidated damages of $2 million payable o the City.

d. Harris shall enter into an Agicement with :respect to the Record: and
information contained therein similar to the agrecment entered ino by S&S employee:, but
specifying liquidated damages of $400,000.00 payablc to the City.

e S&S will agree to surrender to counsel designuted by the Mayor all of the
documents obtained by them concerning the purchase of Christi-e Beatty’s home ani the
financing thereof through Fifth Third Bank and the refinancing of e previous home in which
she resided with Mr. Loy Beatty.

4, The Cjty and the Mayor agree to settlc and resolve through orders of dismissal,
satisfaction of judgment, releases, or settlement agreement the followiag two matters:

Brown and Nelthrope v. Mayor Kwame Kilpatrick and the Cit» of Detroit
Casc No. 03-317557-NZ

Walter Harris v. Mayor Kwame Kilpatrick and :le City of Detrnit, et a.
Case No. 03-337670-NZ

5. The City of Detroit and the Mayor agree to pay the suin of $8,000,000.00 in ful]
and complete satisfaction of Case No. 03-317557-Nz.
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6. The City of Detroit and Mayor Kilpatrick agree (¢ pay the sum of $400,000.00
inclusive of interest, attorney fees and expenses in {u]] and complcie satisfaction of Case o, 03-
337670-NZ.

7. All parties and their counsel and Christine Bealls agree to enter into atual
releases for all claims arising out of or in any way related to the matters being settled hHy this
Agreement except as to a violation of this Agreement,

3. As a condition precedent to this Ayrcement becoriing operative, the meietary
terms of this settlement must be approvzid by Gary i‘rown, Harol¢ Nelthrope and Waiter Harrs.,
Mayor Kwame Kilpatrick and the City Council of he City of Dciroit. Brown and Nel hiope
shall have twenty-four (24) hours to approve this A greement in writing, Walter Harris shal! have
ten (10) days to approve this Agreement in writing and the City shall have ten ( 10) days to obtain
the approval of the Mayor in writing. The City shall haveAforty- five (45) days from the date
hereof to obtain the approval of City Council and 1o notify S&S of such approval in writi ﬁ In
addition, the City and the Mayor shal] have twenly one (21) days after approval by the City
Council to deliver the settlement checks to S&S. In the event of a failure by any party to ineet

the time deadlines set forth in this paragraph 8, this Agreement shall e null and void.

Mayor Kw Kilpatrick City of 1y J:O/

. /1 .
) { < /”‘ ) & ,_{_) {_/
By: &1 | - _ By: /¢, ' Lol .t
And/ & - L ‘ Lo And:/ ; \

(Signatures continued o next page)
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Stefani & Stefani, Professional Corporation,
Attorneys for Gary Brown, Harold Nelthrope

m%ms
BY: /
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LAWSUIT SETTLEMENT
~ MEMORANDUM

PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL -
ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION

GARY BROWN and HAROLD NELTHROPE \ CITY OF DETROIT and MAYOR
KWAME KlLPATRICK ,

.WAYNE COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT CASE NUMBER: 03-317557-NZ -

PLAINTIFF’S COUNSEL: ‘ MICHAEL STEFANI - -
- DEFSMIANTS’ COUNSEL: , VAL ERIE A, GOLBERT-QSAMUEDE
. R o , : - SAMUEL MCARGO: LEWIS &
' ; MUNDAY, P.C. .
WILSON COPELAND: GRIER &
| 'COPELAND P.C.

WALTER HARRIS v JERRY OLIVER MAYOR KWAME KlLPATRICK and THE CITY ‘
OF DETROIT : . ,

WAYNE COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT CASE NUMBER:  03-337670-NZ_
PLAINTITE'S COUNSEL: MIGHAEL STEFANI
DEFEN_DANTS’_COUNSEL: ~ VALEREA. COLBERT-OSAMUEDE |
CLAIMANTS’ NAME: ' GARY BROWN AND HAROLD NELTHROPE

WALTER HARRIS

e - Plaintiffs Brown and Neltthrope alleged a violation of the Whistle Blower Protection

Act (WPA). Briefly, Brown was Deputy Chief of the Professional Accountability Bureau
(PAB).In May of 2003, Brown was removed from his appointment as Deputy Chief by
Mayor Kwame Kilpatrick. Brown later alleged that he was removed because he was
investigating allegations of wrongdoing by the members of the Executive Protection Unit
(EPU) as well as 2 rumored party at the Manocgian Mansion. After removal from
appointment, Brown resigned from the Detroit Police Department after twenty-five years

of service and filed this lawsuit.

KADOCS\LABOR\colbwa37000\STL\VCC1537.WPD



Privileged and Confidential _ |

| City Council Lawsuit Settlement Memorand_um . |
Attorney-Client Communication

Gary Brown et.al. v City of Detroit et. al.
W.C.C. No. 03-317557-NZ :

Walter Harris v City of Detroit et;‘.al.
W.C.C. No. 03-3337670-NZ o

Nelthrope was a police officer and former member of the EPU lt was Nelthrope .
who took the allegations of wrongdoing by EPU members to Interal Affairs. After Brown
was removed from appointment, a memorandum was released to the public, by the City

~of Detroit, which named Nelthrope as the officer who had gone to Internal Affairs.
Nelthrope alleged that after his name was released, he no longer felt safe working for the
Detroit Police Department (DPD).. He claimed severe emotlonal distress. Harris was

granfed a Duty Drsabmty Pension in 2004

e . EERNE I —ce

This matter went to trial on August 20, 2007 and concluded on September 11, 2007.
The Jury returned an award to the Plaintiffs of $ 6.5 million dollars. As of September 11,
2007 with interest this amount was approxrmately $7.5 million dollars. . Plaintiffs have .
requested approximately $1 million dollars in attorney fees and costs Addltlonally, the

- Plaintiffs seek medlatlon sanctlons

On October 17, 2007 the partles were ordered to Facrhtatron to deterrmne attomey o

fees. At that time, the Plaintiffs expressed an interest to resolve the entire matter. After
hours of negotiations, the Plaintiffs are willing to settle this matter in the amount of $8

million dollars subject to City Council approval.

EVALUATION/LIABILITY

- The Plarntrffs already have a Judgment agarnst the Defendants in the amount of 6.5 o
million dollars. Interest on this Judgment accrues back to the date of the filing of the. lawsuit
in 2003 and continues until the Judgment is' satisfied. While the Defendants believe that
there are viable issues that may be appealed in this case, however should Defendants lose -
on appeal the City would face payment of a Judgment of over $12 million dollars. To
avoid the uncenrtainty of appeal, it is recommended that the Brown/Nelthrope Imgatlon settle

in the amount of $ 8 million dollars.

WALTER HARRIS. V CITY OF DETROIT ET.AL.

Harris is a former police officer and member of the EPU. On May 5, 2003, Plaintiff
transferred from the EPU to the 7" Precinct. After his transfer, Plaintiff was summoned by
the Michigan State Police to answer questions regarding the allegations made by
Nelthrope. Plaintiff appeared and responded to the questions.

K:\DOCS\LABOR\CO]bv\aﬂOOO\S’I’L\VCC]ﬁ?.WPD : 2



- Gary Brown et.al. v-City of Detroit et. al.
- W.C.C. No. 03-317557-NZ

City Council Lawsuit Settle.ment Memorandum
~Attorney-Client Commumcatlon '

Waiter Harris v City of Detrdit et. al.

W. C C. No. 03-3337670-NZ

Plaintiff contlnued to.work at the 7" Precinct for. approxnmately five months until he
went out on medical leave on October 10, 2003 and later resigned his employment with the

.- DPD on December 16 2003.

- Harris alleges that the Mayor engaged in phllandenng activities. Harns clalms to
‘have been a witness to the Mayor's infidelity and that he was used.to facilitate such
activities. Plaintiff claims that after he gave testimony to the Michigan State Police, that he
was targeted by both the Mayor and the Chief of Police. Specifically he alleges that he 4
was falsely accused by citizens and made to endure unnecessary investigations Into thiese
false allegations. Plaintiff claims that these “complaints” were orchestrated by the Mayor
and the Jerry Oliver in retaliation for him giving a statement to the Mlchlgan State Police.

Harris was exonerated on each of the citizen complalnts

. Harris clalrhs that he feared for his safetyswell as forthe safety of his family. Upon -
resigning from the DPD, Harris moved his family out of state. Harris filed his lawsuit in
November 2003, alleging violation of the Whistle Blower Protection Act and Wrong o

Discharge.

This case has received significant media attention. In fact, Harris testified in the
Brown/Nelthrope trial. Harris’ allegations are inflarnmatory and salacious and will no doubt
be highly prejudicial against the Defendants-should this matter proceed to trial. Given the.
verdict in the Brown/Nelthrope matter, as well as the fact that Harris' complaints flow from

- some of the same facts and circumstances, it is recommended that this matter be settled. -

'EVALUATION AND LIABILITY

On October 5, 2007, Plaintiff demanded $.1.9 million dollars to settle this matter.

- After further dlsCussions Plaintiff demanded $ 600,000 dollars as a bottom line settlement -

figure. During the facilitation of the Brown/Nelthrope matter, Plaintiff expressed a des:re :

' to settle the Harris litigation in the amount of $ 400,000 dollars.

Defendants have a Motion for Summary Disposition pending. While it is likely that
the Wrongful Discharge Claim will be dismissed it is highly unlikely that the entire lawsuit

will be dismissed. ltis also likely, that Jerry Oliver-will be dismissed as a defendant. But,
it is unlikely that the Mayor and/ or the City of Detroit will be dismissed.

K:\DOCS\LABOR\colbv\aJ7000\S'IL\VCC1537.‘WPD 3
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City Council Lawsuit Settlement Memorandum Prmleged and Conﬁdentlal
“Gary Brown et.al. v City of Detroit et. al. : Attorney-Client Commumcatlon
- W.C.C. No. 03-317557-NZ - -

Walter Harris v City of Detroit et. al.
.. W.C.C. No. 03-3337670-NZ

RECOMMENDED SE'ITLEMENT

This case medlated against the Defendants for $100,000 dollars. The Defendants
rejected mediation. Ultimately, the evidence in this case presents questions of fact for a
jury. The Defendants had difficulty in seating an impartial jury in the Brown/Nelthrope.
litigation. It is unlikely that this fact will change in the Harris litigation. It is time for all of - -

these cases to be concluded. ltis the Law Department's considered opinion that it is in the -
best interest of the City forthe Harris matter to be resolved inthe amount of Four Hundred

Thousand Dollars (:b400 000.00)

TOTAL SETTLEMENT

$8,000,000. (Brown/Nelthrope)
$ 400, 000, ( Harris) - |

$8,400,000.00

KADOCS\LABOR\calbvia37000\STL\VCCI537.WPD 4



660 WOODWARD AVENUE

1650 FIRST NATIONAL BUILDING
- DETROIT, MICHIGAN 48226-3535

PHONE 313+224+4550

Fax 313-224.5505

WWW.CLDETROIT.MLUS

T~ Law DEPARTMENT

~ October 18, 2007

HONORABLE CITY COUNCIL

'RE: WALTER HARRIS v CITY OF DETROIT, et al.
CASE NO. 03-337670 NZ

We have reviewed the abovg-captidncd lawsuit, the facts and particulars.of which are set farth ina

confidential attorney-client privileged memorandum that is being separately hand-delivered to each
incmocr of your Honerable Rody From this review, it is our considersd cpinion that a settlement

JAANAALILINE WL -.'

in the amount of FOUR HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS AND ( 00/ 100 ($400 000.00) is in
the best interests of the City of Detroit. _ _ :

We, therefore, request authon'zation to settle this matter in the arﬁount of FOUR HUNDRED o

THOUSAND DOLLARS AND 00/100 ($400,000.00) and that your Honorable Body authorize and _
direct the Finance Director to issue a draft in that amount payable to WALTER HARRIS AND

MICHAEL STEFANI, his attorney, to be delivered upon receipt of properly executed releases
and stipulations and orders of dismissal in Waync County Circuit Court Case No. 03- 337670 NZ

as approved by the Law Department.

Respectfully submitted,

ALERIE A. COLBERT-OSAMUEDE
Chief Assistant Corporation Counsel

Jmr
cc:  Budget D_épartincnt

- APPROVED:

ERE
IIQ\DOICS\IABOR\coIbv\nS7OOO\S‘IL\WM6333.WP_D

KwaME M. KILPATRICK, MAYOR |



AT

' RESOLUTION

BY COUNCIL MEMBER

RESOLVED, that a settlement of the abeve matter be and is herebyauthorized in the amount
of FOUR HUNDRED 'I“HOUSAND'DOLLARS AND 00/100 ($400,000.00); and be it fufthér
'RESOLVED, that the Finaﬁce Directof be and is hereby authorized and directed tb draw a

oper ascountin favor of WALTER HARRIS AND MICHAEL STEFANL his

o -

WdllculL u.yUu pieted jois

| attommey, in the amount of FOUR HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS AND 00/100 .
- ($400 000. 00) in ful] payment of any and all clalms which Plaintiffs may have by reason of a]leged '

damages or injuries sustamed' as a result of all of the complamts contamcd in the P1a1nt1ffs

Complaint in this matter, and that said amount be paid upon rece1pt of the properly executed Rclease .

and Settlement Agreement entered in Wayne County Circuit Court Case No. 03- 337670 NZ as'

approved by the City Law Department.

KADOCS\LABOR\cabvia3 7000\S TL\WM6333, WED.
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF WAYNE

Deputy Chief GARY A. BROWN and
Police Officer HAROLD C. NELTHROPE,

Plaintiff, Case No. 03-317557 NZ
HON. MICHAEL J. CALLAHAN
Vs. . . -

KWAME KILPATRICK, Mayor, City of
Detroit, and the CITY OF DETROIT,
a Municipal Corporation; jointly and severally,

Defendants.

NOTICE OF REJECTION OF PROPOSED
SETTLEMENT TERMS ARISNG OUT OF
OCTOBER 17, 2007 FACILITATION

NOW COMES the Defendant, Mayor Kwame Kilpatrick, and hereby issues
notice that he rejects the terms, individually and collectively, proposed, discqssed or
otherwise arising out of the facilitation proceedings conducted on October 17, 2007.

The parties were ordered into facvilitation for the sole purpose of negotiating and
facilitating a resolution of any outstanding attorney fee claims of .the plaintiffs.
Settlement discussions and facilitation proceedings were, based on information and
belief, expanded beyond the court’s order for facilitation. As a result, the Defendant
Mayor Kwame Kilpatrick hereby rejects any and all terms proposed for settlement of this

case and others that grew out bf the October 17, 2007 facilitation proceedings.

yor Kwame Kllﬂ nc\li

Dated: October 27, 2007

EXHIBIT
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF WAYNE

Deputy Chief GARY A_ BROWN and
Police Officer HAROLD C. NELTHROPE,

Plaintiff, Case No. 03-317557 NZ
, HON. MICHAEL 1. CALLAHAN

VS.

KWAME KILPATRICK, Mayor, City of
Detroit, and the CITY OF DETROIT,
a Municipal Corporation; Jjointly and severally,

Defendants.

NOTICE OF MAYOR KWAME KILPATRICK’S
APPROVAL OF TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF
SETTLEMENT AS APPROVED BY CITY COUNCIL
ON OCTOBER 23. 2007

NOW COMES the Defendant, Mayor Kwame Kilpatrick and hereby provides

et al, Case No: 03-33 7670-NZ. More specifically, the Defendant, Mayor Kwame
Kilpatrick, approves the terms and conditions of settlement as described and set forth in

the Settlement Agreement And Release Agreement executed by the parties and dated

November 1, 2007,

Dated: November 1, 2007
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* SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AND GENERAL RELEASE

This SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AND GENERAL RELEASE (“Agrcement”) is -
entcred into this _lst _ day of November, 2007, by and between Gary Brown and Hirold
Neltbrope (“Plaintiffs”), on their behalf and on bebalf of their spouses and Mayor Kwame
Kilpatrick and the City of Detroit (“Defendants”) on their own behalf and on beholf of their
representatives, officers, agents and employees. -

‘L. Non-Admisslon. This Agreement does not |constitole en admission by
.Defendants of any violation of any law or statute or negligence. r!‘ﬂw pnrtm agree thut neﬂher
this Agreement nor the fumisting of consideration shall be Heetne
purposes as evidence of an sdmission of liability or wrongful cond fxet of any kind.

2.  Litigation. Plaintiff filed suit against Defendalits in Wayne County Circnit
Court, Cas¢ No. 03-317557-NZ, on Juoe 2, 2003, alleging that Plaintiffs suffered personal
injuries and lost wages as the result of Plaintiffs’ discharpes and other actions of Defendants
(herdnaﬁcr the “Incidents”). Pleintiffv and Defendants dhlm to avoid the expense,
inconvenience and distraction of further litigation, and fo fully end finally resolve this litigation
and any and all other. claims or disputes, whether known or unknown, that have been made or
could have been made by or on behalf of Plaintiffs or by or on Behalf of their spouse or which
could have been made by or an behalf of Defendants. I:

]

3. Consideration. In considerstion for entering into |thi Agreemmt and the mutual
promises contained herein, Defendants sgree 10 pay the sum of Eight Million Dollars
($8,000,000.00) by check i full and complete settlement of this|matter. upon execution of this
Apreoment snd 2 dxsmxssal with prejudice. |

4 W;thdrawnl of Claims. Upon receipt of the pLyment specified in paragraph

 three above, Pleintiff shall sign and file with the Court 2 stipulation of dismissal with prejudice

of the peading lzwsuit. Plaintiff also agrees to withdraw ny other claims, charges, or

complaints that Plaintiff has initiated or that others bave mmatef! on Plaintiff's behalf agrinst

Dcﬁ:ndants. i any. RN N .
l

es, Plaintiffs arc and ghall be solely responsible for
all federal, state and local taxes that may be owed by cach of fhe Plaintiffs by’ virtue of the
receipt of any portion of the monetary payments provided undet: this Agreement. Each of the
Plaintifls agrees to indemnify and hold the Defendants hanmléss from any and all lisbility,
including, without limitation, all penalties, interest and other coégs that may be imposed by the
Intzrnal Revenve Service or other govemnmental agencies regarditig any tax obligations that may
arise from the monetary consideration made to him under this Agnéement.

|
6, Warranties and Representations. Plaumﬁ#’ represent and warrant to
Decfendants the following: ,
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o Plaintiffs have not relied upon any representstions, express or implied, made by -
Defendants or any of its mpresentabvcs as to the legal andor tax consequences of this
Agrecment.

b.  Plaintiffs have relied upon the sdvice of their aiomey, Michael L. Stefan, have
read this Agreement completely, have discussed it with their anomey and fully understand it and
sccept the terms thereof,

c. The terms of this Agreement are the result of arm length, good faith negotiation
and compromise of disputed “claims and Plaintiffs recognize that they do.not constitute an . .
admission of lability or the acceptanes of mponsﬂ)ﬂ:ty by Defendants for Plaintiffs’ alleged
injuries, Jost wages, end fringe benefits. i

!
d. The terms of this Agreement may not be amended or modified except by express
written agreement signed by Plaintiffs and the Defendants. i

¢ No other charge, action or cleim is pending on Flaintiffs’ bebalf related in any

way to the Incident ‘
7. Mutual Waiver and Release of Clalms. For fhe considarations set forth in

peragrapb throe sbove, cach of the Plaintiffs on their behalf end on behalf of his spouse, their
decedents, dependents, beirs, executors, administrators, assigns and successors, fully, finslly and
forever release and discharge the Defendants, their successors, nssxg:ns, representatives, officcrs,
agents and employces, from any and all clgims and rights of any kind that cither Plaintiff mey
have whether now known or unknown, suspected or unsuspectetl, including, but not limited 10
those arising out of or in any way connected with the Incident,[Plaintiffs” alleged injuries, the
lost wages and fringe benefits, or to any other matter or event ocpurring at any time prior to and
incloding the dete on which this Agreement is executed. Plaintiffs expressly weive and assume
the risk of apy and all claims for damages which exist as of the date of this Agreement, whether
known or unkoown to the Plaintiffs, which relate in any way to fthe Incldent, Plaintiffs* alleged
. mjuna lost wages and fringe benefits, or 10 any other matier pr event occurring at any time
i prior 10 and including the dste on which this Agrecment is exdeuted, including any claim-for
f exacerbation or progressxon of the alleged injurjes mch:dmg tmse not known by Plaintiffy,
whether through ignorance, oversight, error, negligence or otflerwise, and which, if known,
would materially effect Plaintiffs" decision 10 enter into this Ag;récmcnt Plaintiffs fxther agree
thet cach of them does and will accept the terms and conditions of this Agreement as a complete
compromise of matters involving disputed issues of Jaw and fa and assurne the risk that the
facts or law may be otherwise than as he may believe. :

For the considerations set forth in paragraph three aboye, each of the Defendants on -
. behalf of themselves, their heirs, spccessors, assigns, executors, presentnnves officers, .agents,
and employees, forever release ahd discharge Plaintiffs, theif: "heirs, executars, agents and
auomeys, from any and all claim$ and nghts of any kind thut cither Defendmt may havc,

out of or mnny way oomwwd with the lnczdent. mcludmgmy discovery or mvsngauon

2

[]

.
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undertaken by the Plaintiffs, Plaintiffs’ lawyers, investigators and employees of Plaintiffs* law
firm or to any other matier or event occurring at eny time pno} to and including the date on
which this Agreement is executed, including those not known by Defendants, whether throuph
ignorance, oversight, error, neghgcnce or otherwise, and which, if known, would materially
affect Defendants’ decision to enter into this Agreament. -Defenc,iants further agree that eath of
thern does and will accept the terms and conditions of this Agreement s e complete compromise
of matters involving disputed issves of lew and fact and assume the risk that the facts or Jew may
be otherwise then as cither Defendant may believe. '

9, Indemnification. Plaintiffs agrees to indetnify anld hiold Defendsnts harmlessin™ -

the event of @ breach of this Agreement by ane of the Plaintiffs and Defendants agree to
indemnify and hold Pleintiffs harmless in the eveat of 8 breach of this Agrecment by one of the
Defendonts against, without eny Limitation, any and all claims, damages, liabilities, costs, court
COS1S, expenses (mdudmg reasonsble actual aftorney fees), causes of action or judgments based _
on, arising out of or in any way connected to any breach of thfs Agreement by the beaching -

paty. l

10,  Prevailing Party. Plaintiffs acknowledge that the Defendants are entering into
this Agrecment to avoid further expense of litigation and that nleltha Plaintiff nor Defendants

shall be considered a prevailing party for any purpose. l

11. Entire Agreement. This Agreement contmrls the enlire agreement and
understanding between Pleintiffs and Defendants with yespect to|any sod all disputes or claims
that Plaintiffs have, or could have had, against Defendants as iof the date this Agreement is
executed, and supersedes all other agreements between Plaintiffs;and Defendants with repard to
such disputes or claims and may not be amended except in a wnung signed by all of the partics.

12. cvarabm_tx The invalidity of unenforceability ol‘ ‘any portion of this Agreement
shall not affect or impair the other portions, which shell remain fn full force and effect. If any

portion of this Agreement ig found invalid, the partics agree 6 enter into e full and general
release that is not invalid. !: ‘

13,  Choice of Law. This Agreement is to be inteipreted pursuant to the law of
Michigan. : . o
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Subscribed end-swom to before me on this /. L 54 dayof M 2007, by Gary
A. Brown, personally known to me or proved to me on the basig of satisfactory cvxdcnce to be
the person who appeared bcfore me,

Dbt EStmic

Notiry Public ;

Caxtavd County, _
My Commission Expires: /. 4+./0 |

HAROLD C. NELTHROPE ~

Date: /0 s *& = g

Subscribed sad sworn to-before me on s [si— daylpt Abseacder, 2007, by
Harold C. Nelthrope, personally known to me or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory
evidence to be the person who appeared before me.

Notar§ Public !

Ot /maly County,
My Commission Expires: [. 7. /O
(signatures continued on pext page
KWAME M. KILPATRICK :

EYUS e praratae

——

W %efom me on this Sh day oﬁmw , 2007, by
3 offally known to me or provcd to 1pe on the basis of satisfactory

evidence 1g°pe the person who appeared before me,

H
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My Copumission Expircs:

CITY OF DETROIT

Its: Authorized Agent -
Date: /4/5/’7

|

) scn'bed and sworn 10 beforc me on this 5 & dsy oﬂ?ﬂ%&d%’l. by
0/./3 0/] Ans it, personally known to me or

County,

My Commission Expires:
PAMELAD. RAY

who appeared before me.
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This SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AND GENERAL RELEASE (“Agreement™) is
eatered it this ___ day of Noversber, 2007, by and between Walter Huris (“Plaintiff”), on his
> own bebalf and on behalf of his spouse and any other person who may be sblz to claim damages
for Joss of consortium as the result of bis alleged injuries, and Mayor Kwame Kitpatrick aud the
City of Detroit (‘Defendants™) on their own behalf and on behalf of their representatives,
officers, agents and employees. '

L Nop-Admission. This Apreement does not| consirute an admission by
Defendants of any viclstion of any law or statute or neglig | The perties agree that neither
this Agreement nor the furnishing of constderation shall be|gesmed or construed for an

| purposes-as Mmcc.of.m.’dmism‘ ‘ofliﬂh!'"!? mmgﬁﬂw mofany kKind,

2. Litication. Plaintiff filed suit- against Defenduots in Waype County Circuit

Couzt, Case No. 03-337670-NZ, on November 13, 2003, alleging that Plaimtiff suffered personal
hju-icsandlmwamumomullof?lainﬁﬂ‘beingmuliﬁ;edlgaimtmdconstwcdvcly
dischurged and other actions of Defendants (hereinifter thé “Incidents™).  Plaintiff and
Defendants desire to avoid the expense, inconvenience and distrattion of further Htigation, and to
fully and Snally resolve this litigation sod any and all other claitns of disputes, whether known

.. arunknown, that have been made or could have besii made by of on bebalf of Plaintiff or by or

. om bebalf of his spouse or which could have been made by aon!j:lulfofbefzndqn:.

3 L Conplderation In consideration for emtering iutolihis Agreement snd the mumal
ypromises contained hercin, Defendants agree to pay the following sums by check paymble solely
10 Plaintiff's attorney’s trust ascomnt or to Plaintiff's atomey,|that is, not paysble jointly to

Walter Harrds :
Lost wage and pension beoefits - I $200,000.00
Personal physical frjury ' $200,600.00
Total Setilement b $200,000.00
i
' emen] and & dismissal with

These payments will be made upon execution of this A,
prejudice with the Court, \ '

4. Wilhdrewal of Claims. Upon recaipt of the payment specified in paragraph thres above,
Pledmiff shall deliver 1o Defendants & signed stipulation and jof dismissal with prejudice of

- the pending Iawsidt; Defendints shall bave the order entered by the court and provids 2 true copy”
to Plaindil’s anomey; PlaintifT also agrees to withdraw with prejudice sny otber claims, charges
or camplaiats thet Plaintff bas initisted or that others bave inftiatd on Plaintiffs behnlf aguinst
Defendants, if any. !

e i

1 : .
. . 9
Th —Fuf-khaf' Cons,’d¢(‘a.—hm3 Plo.m—h aqreeS hever

j"{ /4 4 gg‘_,_g_a@_‘.;\‘smmm. With the C,:% of Detnit
Ylﬁsﬁ"’! Grd [Or em?loxtme«n*"‘ W th %-4&. ‘-{—‘ 8 <>
d\?’"ﬂ |
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5. Eavment of Applicable Taxes. Plaintiff is and shll be sclely tesponsible for all
federal, state and local texcs that may be owed by the Plaintiff by virue of the receipt of any
portion of the moostary payments provided under this Agreement. Plaintiff agrees to indemnify
and bold the Defendents harmless from any and all lishility, iicluding, without Emitstion, all
penalties, interest and other costs that may be imposed by the Internal Ravenue Servise or other
governmenta) agencies regarding any 1ax obligations that may arisc from the monetary
consideration made 1o him under this Apreement. i ' ’

6  Warranties snd_Representatiops.  Plointiff :npresents and warants to

Defendants the following:
L Plasotiff has pot relied upon any representstions,

;:cxpmss or implied, made by

Defendams or any of its' representaives, as o the legal andlor tax consequences of -thiy

Agroament.

. Plaintill has relied upon the edvice of his atiorncy, Michael L. Stefont, has read
this Agreement completely, has discussed it with his sttomey and fully understands it and
aceepts the temms thereof . :

¢ The terms of this Agreement are the result of arms length, good faith negotiation
and compromise of disputed claims and Plaintiff recopnizes tht it does not constingte an
- admission of liability or ths accepumee of responsibility by Defendanis for Plainuffs alleged..
* injurics and lost wages. ' B a

b K
d The tarms of this Agreement may not be amended lor modiGed except by express
writtzn agreement sigoed by Plaintiff and the Defendants, :

a No other charge, action or claim s pending on Plaintiff*s behalf related in any
way to the Incideats. li )
. i
A Mutus] Wajver Fortlvzobmidmﬁonsmforﬁ:in
parograph three sbove, the Plaintiff on his behalf and on behalfjof his spouse, his decedents,
dependents, heirs, executors, administrtors, sssigns and successgrs, fully, finally and forever
[feleased and discharged the Defendants, their suecessors, pssijns, representatives, officers,
. ogems and cmployees, from eny and-all clatms snd rights of ony kind that Plaintiff may have
whether now known or unknown, suspected or unsuspected, Inchiding, bt not imbted to those
arising out of or in any way connected with the Incidemts, PlainkifF's alleged injories and lost
wages, or to any other manter or event occaring & any time prior; to and including the date on
. Which this Agreement Is exscirred, Plaintiff expressly watves and: s the risk of any and all
claims for damages which exist as of the date of this Agreement, W koowa or unknown 1o
the Plaintiff, which rclate in any way to the Incidents, Pluindff's slleged infuries and lost wages ,
of %o anty other matter or event occurring at any time prior to and iluding the date on which this
eat is executed, including apy claim for exacerbation progression of the alleged
Injuries Including those not known by Plaintiff, whether throun ignorance, oversigh, error,
negligence or otherwise, and which, if known, would materially|affect Plaintiff's decision to

2 i

T
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. emer into this Agreement, Plaintiff further agrees that he accepts The terms and conditions of this
Agreement as & complete compramise of matters involving disputed issves of Jaw and Iact and
assume the risk that the facts or law may be otherwise than as hefmay believe,

For the conssdmnonssetforthlnpmmphtha ve,cachnftheDcfr.ndanrs on
behalf of themselves, their helrs, successors, assigns, exstntors, representatives, officers, agents,
and employees. forever release and discharge Plaing ff, his hcus.'mcutors. agents and attorneys,
from any aod all claims and rights of any kind that either. Defendsnt may bave, whether known
or unknown, suspecied or unsuspected, including but not limiwd{xo those arising out of or in eny
way connected with the Incidents, including any discovery or investigaion underaken by the
Plaintiff, Plaintifl's lawyers, investigators and employees of PlainGff's law firm ot PlaitifF's
assistance to Gary Brown or Hurold Nelthrope in thelr law suits dgsinst the Defandaow including

" his testimony in that law sult and any other maner or event o6} gt any time prior-to-and -
incloding the date on which this Agresment is exccwied, ificluding wbose not known by
Defendants, whether through ignorance, oversight, error, neghgencc or otherwise, and which, If
koown, would materially affect Defeadants’ decision 10 enter lmp this Agreemeat, Defendants
further agree that cach of them does and will accept the terms and conditions of this Agreement
83 g complete compromise of marters involving disputed issues jof law and fact and assume the
risk thar the facts or law may be otherwise than as either Defeadaht may believes.

9. IndemniBeation. Flaintiff agrees to indenmify af d ‘hold Defendants harmiess in

the event of a.breach of this Agreement by him personally and|Defendants agree to indemnify. ... .. .. ..

and bold Plaintiffs harmless in the eveat of » byeach of this A ent by ene of the Defiendants -
against, without aoy limitstion, any and all claims, damages! Labilifies, costs, odurt costs,
expenses (Including reasonable schual attormey fees), causes ofjsetion or judgments based on,
arising out of or in any way wnmdmwhtnchofthismmentbythcbmchinspmy

10.  Prevailine Party. Plaiotiff acknowledges that th: Dcfmdm aro entering buo
this Agreement to avold further expense of litigation and that neuhcr Plaintiff nor Defendants

shall be considered a prevailing party for any purpose.

1L  Entite Agreement. This Agrccmcm contein s the entre agreement and
understanding between Plaintiff and Defendants with respect o eny and all disputes or claims
thet Plaintiff has, or could have had, sgainst Defendanis a5 of the date this Agreement ls
executed, and supersedes all other agreements between Plaintiffjand Defendants with regard 10
such disputes or claims and may not be amended except in a writ g slgned by all of the parties.

12.  Severability. The invalidity of unenforceablhty o; .my portion of this Agreement
shell net affect or impalr the other portions, which sball remein in full force and cffect. any
portion of this Agreement is found invalid, the parties agree tJ,enu:r inte o full and gencral
relesse that is not invalid,

13, g_boi,c_e of Law. This Agreement s 10 be intc !x‘ewd pwsuant to the Jaw of
Michigan. .
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- . {
Walter Harris - i

Date: ///l//"f . |
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CONFIDENTIALITY AGREEMENT

Plaintiffs Gary Brown, Harold Nelthrope and Walter
Harris (“Plaintiffs”), and their attorneys, Stefani &
Stefani, Professional Corporation (“S&S”) enter into this
Agreement by and through their attorneys, with Kwame
Kilpatrick (“Kilpatrick), individually and personally, and
Christine Beatty (“Beatty”), individually and personally,
effective November 1, 2007. 1In consideration of the mutual
promises contained herein, the parties agree as follows:

1. Plaintiffs, Kilpatrick and the City of Detroit:
have heretofore agreed to settle and resolve through orders
of dismissal and settlement agreements and releases(dated
November 1, 2007) for a total amount of $8,400,000.00 the
following two matters:

a) Brown and Nelthrope vs. Mayor Kwame Kilpatrick
and the City of Detroit, Case No. 03-317557-NZ;
and

b) Walter Harris vs. Mayor Kwame Kilpatrick and the
City of Detroit, et al, Case No. 03-337670-N2Z.

2. During the pendency of the above-described
lawsuits, plaintiffs obtained possession of or access to
certain records containing information regarded as
personal, private and confidential records of Kilpatrick

and Beatty that were not used or introduced as evidence in

412917 1




the trial or any other dispositive Proceedings in the
lawsuits described herein above. In addition, defendants
obtained possession of or access ﬁo records containing
information regarded as personal and private of the
plaintiffs, Brown and Nelthrope that were not used, in
whole or part, in the trial of the above-descrlﬁed cases or
in any dispositive Proceedings relating thereto.

3. The parties are desirous of an exchange and
return of possession and ownership of the private and
confidential records that were not used in the above-
described litigation, or in any dispositive proceedings
related thereto. Therefore, the parties have entered into
this confidentiality agreement to mutually exchange and
protect the confidentiality of the private records that are
the subject of this confidentiality agreement.

4, Regarding the private and confidential records
referenced above, the parties agree as follows:

a) Plaintiffs and S&S, by and through their
attorneys Ss&S, agree to surrender to counsel and/or
representatives designated by Kilpatrick all of the
documents obtained by plaintiffs concerning the
purchase of Christine Beatty’s home, the financing
through Fifth Third Bank and the refinancing of the

previous home in which she resided with Mr. Lou

412917 2
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Beatty. In addition, Plaintiffs and S&S, by and
through Ss&s, agree to transfer ownership of and
surrender to counsel and/or representatives designated
by Kilpatrick, all original records and all copies of
such records made by them of records obtained from
Skytel for the té%t pager issue to Christine Beatty
for the period September through October, 2002 and
April through May 2003. Collectively, these records
shall be hereinafter referred to as “KsB records”.
This agreement to surrender ownership and possession
©of the K&B records extends to and also covers
plaintiffs’ attorneys, S&S, its clients, employees,
shareholders and investigators.Plaintiffs and their
attorneys further agree to maintain in the strictest
confidence, the contents of any and all of the KsB
records that came into their custody or control, or to
which they have had access.

b) Plaintiffs and their attorneys agree not to
disclose such records in any fashion, including
Pleadings in court relating to the resolution and
settlement of claims of damages, attorney fees and/or
Costs. S&S agrees to require each of its employees to
enter into an agreement to refrain from disclosing to

any person or entity the existence or contents of such
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entitled to in order to avoid the uncertainty of a
trial or an appeal and that ;ll parties have agreed to
keep the specific terms of the settlement private In
addition, S&S shall promptly notify (by e-mail or fax
to the e-mail address or fax number provided to S&S in
writing) Christine Beatty and Kwame Kilﬁétrick of any
inquiry received by it as to the specific terms, or
specific content of this Confidentiality Agreement.

d) Brown shall enter into an agreement with
respect to the K&B records and information contained
therein similar to the agreement entered into by S&S
emplovees, specifying liquidated damages of
$3,000,000.00 payable to the City.

e) Nelthrope shall enter into an agreement with
respect to the Ks&B recordé and information contained
therein similar to the agreement entered into by S&S
employees, but specifying liquidated damages of
$2,000,000.00 payable to the City.

f) Harris shall enter into an agreement with
respect to the K&B records and information contained
therein similar to the agreement entered into by Ss&S
employees, but specifying liquidated damaées of

$400,000.00 payable to the City.
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g) Kilpatrick, Beatty and the City of Detroit
agree to surrender to S&S, all of the original
documents obtained by them and all copies of such
documents made by them concerning the psychiatric
medical records of Harold Nelthrope in this litigation
and/or by subpoena under Case No. 53—317557—NZ,
including but not limited to Brighton Hospital records
containing any reference to family history. In
addition, Kilpatrick, Beatty and the City shall
surrender to S&S all documents obtained by them and
all copies of such documents made by them concerning
and involving the investigative records regarding any
family members of Gary Brown obtained in this
litigation and/or by subpoena under Case No. 03-
317557-NZ. These records shall hereafter be referred
to as “N&B records”. This agreement to surrender N&B
records shall extend to representatives, agents and
attorneys of Kilpatrick and Beatty.

h) Kilpatrick and Beatty further agree to
maintain in the strictest confidence, the contents of
any and all of the N&B records in their custody or
control, or to which they have had access.
Kilpatrick, Beatty and their attorneys agree not to

disclose such records in any fashion, including



412917

pleadings in court relating to the resolution and
settlement of claims of damages, attorney fees and/or
costs.

i) In the event Kilpatrick or Beatty
personally, or any of their personal attorneys, agents
or other persons.acting on their personai behalf and
with their knowledge violate this Agreement by making
disclosures prohibited by the terms of this Agreement,
Brown and Nelthrope shall be entitled to equitable
remedies, including declaratory and injunctive relief,
and liquidated damages in the amount of $100,000.00
payable to Brown and/or Nelthrope depending on
whether the violation relates to Nelthrope or Brown or
to both Nelthrope and Brown (in which case the
liquidated damages shall be $200,000.00. Kilpatrick
and Beatty acknowledge that disclosure of the N&B
records or information contained therein or breach of
this Agreement will give rise to irreparable injury to
Brown and/or Nelthrope, which is inadequately
compensable in damages. Accordingly, Brown and/or
Nelthrope may seek and obtain injunctive relief
against the breach or threatened breach of this
Agreement, in addition to any othér legal remedies

which may be available. Kilpatrick and Beatty further



acknowledge and agree that the covenants contained

herein are necessary for the protection of the privacy

rights of Brown and Nelthrope, and are reasonable in
scope and content.

5. Any notice required or permitted under this
 Agreement shall be given in writing and shali be deemed
effective immediately when given upon personal delivery,
one business day after transmittal if sent by email or fax,
or three days after mailing if mailing by registered or
certified mail with postage and fees prepaid, addressed to
the other party at the last known address of said party, or
at such other address that such party may designate.

6. This Agreement is entered into between the
parties in Michigan, and shall be governed by and construed
in accordance with the laws and decisions of the State of
Michigan.

7. All provisions of this Agreement are intended to
be interpreted and construed in a manner to make such
provisions valid, legal and enforceable. The invalidity or
unenforceability of any phrase or provision shall in no way
effect the validity or enforceability of any other portion
of this Agreement, which shall be deemed modified,
restricted, or admitted to the extent necessary to make

this Agreement enforceable.

412917 8



8. This Agreenent represents the entire
understanding of the parties with respect to the specific
subject matter of this Agreement and supersedes all
previous understandings, written or oral, between the
parties with respect to the subject matter. _

9. This Agreement may only be amendea. with the
written consent of the parties or their successor or, where
permitted, assigns, and no oral waiver or amendment shall
be effective under any circumstancés whatsoever.

10. In witness whereof, the parties have signed this

Agreement on this 1lst day of November, 2007.

Plaintiffs, Brown, Nelthrope
& Harris

BY M"‘(/

M{éhael . Stefani, Esq.

Stefani & Stefani

By: WWFW

Michael §. Stefapi, Esgq.

Christine Beatty //’

412917 9
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ESCROW AGRZEMENT
This Agrecment is emtered into effeative Octdher 17, 2007 by Stefani & Stefani, Profe:sional
Corporstion (“S&S™) md _ OAMUE L Mo CARGO | iepresentative of Mayor Kwame

Kilpatrick (“Representative”),
In consideration of the promises coniained hernin, the parties apice 83 follows:
1. Both pasties shall use their best efforis o obtain the ap7 -ovals Decessary 10 consu roale

the proposed settlement agreement emtered into Octooar 17,2007 (“Senl: ment Agrecment™) resolving the

cases O

Brown and Nelthrope v, City of Delroit and Mayor Kwame Kilpawick
Case No, 03-317557-NZ

Harxis v, City of Demoit and Mayor Kivarae ¥alnatrick, et al.
Case No. 03-337670-N2Z

2. The parties agree to placc (e Records as defined in the proposed Sctilement Agg:inoen!
in a safc deposit box with a banking insutution agresd upon by the parties with access to su:h box
restricted 1o the parties together, that is in order for eithur party (o gain access to the box, such party must

be accomparied by the other parry.

3. Representative agrees that Represeniet've will cooperat= with S&S in gaining ac 258 to
the Records in the box to allow S&S to ragain possersic n of such recor-1- promptly but in 0o event 1 ager
than one business day upon the occurrence of cither ¢t following dovrlopments:

(a) The expirstion of the time allowed for any improval or the payments of the
setlement amounts provided for in the proposed Sert sment Agreement without such
approval having been made and notice n writing thereos provided to the other partics of
the proposed Settlement Agseenicnt o ~r:thout such pay;wents having been made.

() A mation being Gled or uthe: a-tlion whether jucicial or non-judicial beisg zken,
cxcept an action Lo enfoyee the provisions of this Escrow Agreement, by the Lty of
Derroit, Mayor Kwame Kilpatrick or Ity any person or organization acting on their behalf

]
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10 gain access to the Records or to Lave such Records -lestaroyed, suppressed, or hnned
over to any court, the City ur the Maymr, or anly other boc'y or entity ptior to the payrucats
provided for in the proposed Settlemcnt Agreement.

4, S&S agrees that S&S will cooperute with Representative :n gaining access to the Rorords
in the box to allow Representative to obtain possessinon gf such Records promptly, but in no event longer
than one business day upon the occrrrence ol elther of U2 following deve vpments:

(a) A motion being filcd or other ccrion taken other tham an action to enforce Uie
provisions of this Escrow Agreement by S&S 10 gain ace 58 Lo the Records or to have
such Records destroyed or inmed over U any court, S&S, Brown, Nelthrope or Harris
prior to one of the ¢vents desaribed in 3(a) ahovc..
) A motion being filal ar other action taken, other than an a¢tion to enfarce the
provisions of the Escrow Agrvement, |- any other persc: or organization acting on
behalf of S&S or on behalf of Brown, Me:ithrope or Flanis to gain sccess o the Records
or to have such Recards destroyed or (wined over to wny court, S&S, Brown, Nelibrope
or Harri$ pricr te one of the cvents deseribed in 3(a) abo~ 2,

5. S&S agrees tha it will cooperate with Iepresentative in mining access to the Records in
the box to allow such Records to be delivered 1o Mavor Xwame Kilp-trick promptly and in no event
longer than one business day upon the pryment of th4 setidement amounts (in immsdiately sv.alable
funds) provided for in the proposed Settlerent Agreem mnt and the «xesnon of the releases proviied in
such Agreement,

4. Representative agrees to pay the rental toes for said box wmely,

7. If either party should violate the terms of this Agreemert, that party shall be responsible
for reimbursing the other pany for all costs incurred bv it, including avtual reasonable artorney “:es 10
enforee the terms of this Agreernent whether or not such enforcewtent 2ction jnvolves the commenc meny

of court actian.

£IUNOD £27)-Smd: 1T FeND €22 €T XV L8171 (4
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Represeptativ>

Samsel) Mo largo (¥:0)
By: SAMUEL MCCAR G

Stefeni & Stefad,
Professionn] Crrporation

/%ciz_"? 2 ARoe o
By: Michacl L. Stefani
Its; Chairman
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Supplement 10 Escrow Agreement

This supplement to Escrow Agreement is entered into effective OctobchZ 2007

by Michael L. Stefan (“Stefani™) representative of the Plaintiffs, and Samael E.

McCargo (“McCargo”) representative of Mavor Kwame K Hpatrick. In comsidera:ioq of
the promises contained herein, the partics agree as follows:

1. The parties, pursuant to the tenns and conditju 1s of the Escrow Agreement

dated OE®her 17, 2007, opennd a Comerica Szfe Deposit; and entere into

a Comerica Safe Deposit Leise Agreement fo: Box No. 323 at branci: No.

149,

2. The terms and conditjons of tii: Lease Agree; ent require that each party

access the box withoi! the participation of the o hey

3. The terms of the Escrow Agrocinent dated Ociober 17, 2007 requires Iiat
the parties limit access 10 any such storage facility in such a way that the
storage facility may not be actessed unless bo:h parties are present and
participate in accessing the storrge facility (safe deposit box) under the
terms and conditions 1 f the Escrew Agreemert tated October 17,2007

4. In furtherance of the Escrow . -reement, 1e narties hereto agree 1t
neither party shall access the Conicrica Safe Depasit Box (Box No. 327 at
Branch No. 149), 1n the absence of the other parly. Any violation of this
pProvision shal] be considered a viclation of the teims and conditions of 1ir¢

Escrow Agreement dared October 17, 2007 and <ubject the violating par.v

Y A G ] 1 .3 AS:ZI 03“ S‘") "‘_‘(-,"60
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to the terms and conditiong as set forth in the Escrow Agr
Specifically, the patties herchy adopt and incorporate by reference i this
Agreement the terms and -

Agreement dated Qctoher :

hereto as Exhibit

by fletind € Sitganc
Michae] L. Stefan; (P20938)
STEFANI AND STEFANI
Attomeys for Plaintiffs

Samucl £ MECargo (P25368);

LEWIS & MUNDAY, p.C.
Co-Counse] for Kwame Kilp

By: \

£2UN0Y £37)-saay 1T0d1a(

swilitions of par, graphs 3 and 4 of tke

The: !

FEST €22 €T¢ XVd 18:2T i

cement.

LaCrosy

Scrow Agreement is :.1ache.
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NOTICE OF DESIGNATION OF REPRESENTATIVE
FOR PURPOSES OF RECIEPT OF RECORDS AND
=2 2R L) U Rkt 1 OF RECORDS AND

NOTICES OF INQUIRIES UNDER CONFIDENTIATIL.TY AGREEMENT

Notice is hereby given to Plaintiffs Brown, Nelthrope, Harris and their attorneys, Stefani
and Stefani of the designated representative of Kwame Kilpatrick and Christine Beatty
for purposes of delivery and receipt of the “K/B Records” described in the
Confidentiality Agreement executed between the above described parties on or about
November 1, 2007. The designated representative shall be:

William Mitchell, I - P31031
Mitchell Lord & Associates PLLC
2000 Town Ctr Ste 1000
Southfield, MI 48075

Phone: (248) 415-2225
Fax: (248) 415-2235

E-mail: wmitchell@mitchelllord.com

This designation shall remain in effect until changed in writing by the undersigned.

S
TED: N ER 1, 2007

(
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Detroit Hree Press

600 WEST FORT STREET DETROIT, MICHIGAN 48226 (313) 222-6400

Jm Schaefer
Staff Writer
313-223-4542

jschaefen@ freepress.com

Oct. 19, 2007

Ellen Ha

Supervising Assistant Corporation Counsel
Detroit Law Department

Freedom of information Section

EQIA REQUEST: Brown & Nelthrope vs, Kilpatrick & City of Debroit
AND Harris vs Kilpatrick & City of Detroit

Deer Ms. Ha:

Pursuant to the Michigan Freedom of information Act (MCLA 15.231, et seq.), I request
access 10 and copies of the following records:

The entire settioment agreements in the two separate Wayne County Circuit Court lawsuits
between the above-mentioned parbes. This request includes but Is not limited to all documents,
atiechments, exhibits, notes or other information relaled to the settlements.

It you have any questions, please call me. if this request is denied, in whole or in part, | ask that
you provide legal justification in writing for each redaction, while providing all non-exempt matenial
as the law requires.

| agree to pay reasonable copying charges, as allowed under the FOIA. However piease notify
me in advence if you expect those charges will exceed $200. As the reloase of this information
will be used in a news arlicle and will primarily benefit the pubfic, | request that any feea be

walved.
} look forward 1o hearing from you within five business days as required by law.

Sincerely,

Jim Schaefer
Staft Writer

HGHTRIDDER>
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Frs7 NANONAL BULDRIG
660 WoaowarD AVE., STE. 1450
Demon, Micwican 48226-3535

PHONE 313°224%4550
Qry oF DETROT Fax 3137224+5305
Law Devarmamvy WWW.QOETROITIOLS .

October 25, 2007

Jim Schaefer

Staff Writer

Dctroit Free Press

600 West Fort Street
Detroit, Michigen 43226

RE: Freedom of Information Act Reguest Dated October 19, 2007 Concerning
Settiement Agreements in Brown and Nelthrope v Mayor Kilpetrick and the
City of Detrojt and Havris v Maver Kilpatrick and the City of Detroit

Dear Mr. Schaefer:

This lctter serves asthe Cityof Detroit’s response to the above-refercaced matter. Your letier
was received at the City of Detroit Law Department Freedom of Information Section, via facsimile, .
on October 19, 2007, Bessuse your letier was received by e-mail, yourrequest is decmed, pursusnt
to Section 5(1) of the Michigan Freedom of Information Act, as amended, being MCL 15.235(1),
to have been received st the Law Department on the next business day, October 22, 2007. Pursuant
to Scction 5(2) of the Michigan Frecdom of Information Act, 23 amended, being MCL 15.235(2),
our tesponse is due within five (5) business days. .

Your letter requests:

"The cntire settlenent agreements in the two scparate Wayne
County Circuit Court lawsuits between the above-mentioned parties
[Brown and Nelthrope v Mavor Kilpatrick and the City of Detroit and
Hamis v i e Ci it}. This request
includes but Is not limitcd to all documents, attachments, exhibits,
notes or other infortnation related to the settiements.”

-

Your request 15,4 ARl A0.4 13 5(4)0’) 15 our understanding, that,
curreatly, there e ing on the detiils of the pent.

Thercfore, if you Te-sibmit your request at a later time, we will Te-process your request.

GADOCSFOIAMITaI 2Q00\NENS216. WPD

Kwasa M Kilramaxcx, Mayoa
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Page 2

Please be advised that, pursnent to Section 10 of the Michigan Freedom of Information Act,
being MCL 15.240, 3 person receiving a written denial of 3 reguest may do ope of the following:

D

2)

Submit & written appeal 1o the head of the public body denying the tequest. Such
appeal, if submitied, should specifically state the word "sppeal” and identify the
Teason or reasons for reversal of the denial. MCL 15.240(1Xa); or

Commence an action in the circiit court to compe! the discloswre of the public
records within 180 days afier the public body’s denial of the request MCL
15.240(1)(b). Ifa cout finds that the information withheld by a public body is not
exeropt from disclosure, the requesting party may receive the requested record and,
at the discretion of the court, reasonable attorncy fees and /or costs. MCL 15.240(6)

Very truly yours,

Ellep Ha, Supervising

Assistant Corporation Counsel
Freedom of Information Section
(313) 237-5067

GADOCS\FOLA haciNag 3 20000mMEHS216. WPD

Kwaaa@ M Ko rwmaick, Mavos
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~ Detroit Free Press

600 WEST FORT STREET DETROIT, MICHIGAN 48226 (313) 222-6400

" Jim Schaefer
~ Staff Writer

313-223-4542 o
jschaefer@ freepress.cpm

~"Nov. 13, 2007

Ellen Ha _ '

- Supervising Assistant Corporation Counsel
Detroit Law Department o
Freedom of Information Section .

FOIA REQUEST (2™ FILING): Brown & Nelthiope vs, Kilpatrick & City of Detroit
o , " .AND Harris vs Kilpatrick & City of Detroit

Dear Ms. Ha: . |

Pursuan_f to the Michigan. Freedom of Information Act (MCLA 15.231, et seq.), I'request
-access to and copies of the following records: S o I

The entire settlem_ent_agreements in the two separate Wayne County Circuit.Court lawsuits .
between the above-mentioned parties.  This request includes but is not limited to all documents,
attachments, exhibits, notes, records or other information related to the conclusion of the cases:
' This request includes any and all documents that the City or'its lawyers may consider.or have
‘labeled “confidential.” It also includes but is not limited to all such documents or records produced’
by-or for city officials, staff attorneys or lawyers contracted by the city. o

If you have any questions, please call me. If this reQuesi is deniéd. in whole o‘r_ in part, | ask that
you provide legal justification in writing for each redaction, while providing all non-exempt material

-as the law requires.

| agree to péy reasonéble,copying charges, as allowed under_thé FOIA. However please nofify_» "
me in advance if you expect those charges wil_l.exceed $200. As the release of this information

will b&usedJmanewsadjd&andwﬂLplimanly_hen_ I

waived.
I look forward to heari'ng from you within five business days as required by law. N

Sincerely,

. Jim Schaefer
Staff Writer
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660 WOODWARD AVENUR
e . . : o 1650 FIRST NATIONAL BUiLDING
I ' : lgmor;.lgigzzmc:;:amasas
R HONE 313224 -4550
Crry oF DeTROIT _ i © Fax 313+224.5508
- WWW.CLDETROIT.MLUS

%
. . .,

@2 -;_‘:-j LAW DEPARTMENT
December 7, 2007:. .

Jim Schaefer

Staff Writer

Detroit Free Press

600 West Fort Street
Detroit, Michigan 48226

RE: Freedom of Iﬁformation Act Request No. A32250.020773 Dated November 13,

2007 Concerning Settlement Agreements in Browm and Neclthrope v Mayor
Kilpatrick and the City of Detroi¢ and Harris ‘V Mayor Kilpatrick and. the C!g

. of Detroit

Dear Mr. Schaefer: | '
This Ictter serves as the City o/ Detroit’s responsc to the above-rcferenced matter. Your lcttcr
was received at the City of Detroit Law Department Freedom of I Thformation Section, via e-mailand
facsimile, on November 13, 2007. Because your letter was rcccrved by e-mail and facsumle, your
request is deemed, pursuant to Section 5(1) of the Michigan!Freedom of Information Act, as
amended, being MCL 15.235(1), to have been received at the La\Bv Department on the next business
day, November 14, 2007. In accordance with Section 5(2)} d) of the Michigan Freedom of
Information Act, as amended, being MCL 15.235(2)(d), we saht & letter on November 19, 2007
extending the City’s time to respond to today , '

Your letter xequests: - , R i

"The entirc settlement agreements in the tw separate Waync
County Circuit Court lawsuits between the aboveimentioned parties

[Brown and Nelthrope v Mayor Kilpatrick and thé City of Detrojt and
Hamis v Mayor Kilpatrick and the City of Dctronl This request

- includes but-is not limited to all documents, -attachments,. exhibits, .
notes or other information related to the conclusxdn of the cases. This -
request includes any and all documents that the C1ty or its lawyers
may consider or have labeled ‘confidential.’ It als lmclducs but is not
limited to all such documents or records produced by or for city
officials, staff attorneys or lawyers contracted b}tithe city."

Your request is granted in part and denied in part, pursuant IJFCL 15.243(1)(d) and (g), for the
reasons, respectively, that the memoranda to the Detroit City Cotincil pertaining to the settlements
are exempt from dlsclsourc under the Mwh:gan Open Mectings L\ct and that they are exempt from

e a— e e R ——

G:\DOCS\FOJA\hacINa32000\tAEH6262. WPD

KwAME M, K!UAmm Maron ;
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Jim Schaefer B - A
December 7, 2007 - S
Page 2 _ .

i
The record consists of nine (9) pages. Enclosed pleé find one (1) copy of the same.
Because the enclosed record comprises less than ten (10) pages, no copying costs have been
assessed, ' - - l , _
' |

Plcase be advised that, pursuant to Section 10 of the Mi clL'

,gan Freedom of Information Act,
‘being MCL 15.240, a person receiving a written denial of a Tequest may do one of the following:

1) Submit a written appeal to the head of the publi 5body denying the request. 'Suéh |
- appeal, if submitted, should specifically state the word "appeal” and identify the
Teason or reasons for reversal of the denial. MC | 15.240(1)(a); or . :

2)  Commence an action in the circuit court ro_gox_l."lpcl..the disclosure of the public

' records within 180 days after the public body's denial of the request. MCL
15.240(1)(b). If a court finds that the information withheld by a public body is not

exempt from disclosure, the requcsting party mayfeceivc the requested record and,

- at the discretion of the court, reasonable attorney fi ces and /or costs. MCL 15.240(6)

and (7). ' R T

Very truly yours, - "
i

gL

" Ellen Ha, Supcrvisix.lx:g
Assistant Corporati A.n Counsel
Freedom of Information Section
e (313) 231-5_067.,.v.-,.-wlx.......... o
. EHY f

ez
— p———

G:ADOCS\FOIA\hoc!a32000\AER6262. WFD

Kwame M. KiLparricr, Mavox
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BENNIE L. GRIER
1937-2 008
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ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELLONS -
A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIGN
FORD BUILDING N
615 GRISWOLD ST STE 400

(313) 981-2500 ST

FAX (313) 90!(-8848 &7.:?'._
K P

November 29, 2007

Valerie Colbert-Osamuade, Esq,

City of Detroit Law Department
1650 First National Building
Detroit, Michigan 48226

|

1

5 E |
DEC 07 2007 -
CITY OF DETROIT

) LAW DEPARTMENT
DeTnoir M1 4812’6-390ol L FINANCIAL MANAG

'
i

o.un FnLE"No.M

.. e + mm————— S M e mmime ey g s amctm ree e .--....! - e e
seelema e ey ce M e mam it e e e e ) eyee— o -

Re: - Deputy Chief Gary A. Brown and Pdlice Officer Harold C. Nelthrope '
-vs- Jerry A, Oliver, Sr., Chief of Police, Kwame Kilpatrick, Mayor, - l
City of Detroit, Robert Berg, Media Consultant to the City of Detroit,

- 777 7o and the City of Detrsit,a Munici
' - C/A No: 03-317-557-NZ

Invoice No: 34-01-18

pal Corporation, Jointly & Severally |

v :

UNT

L T —

Dear Ms. Colberf-Osamueda;

*"Enclosed herein, please find our Interim Bill in the amount of $9,579.14 for
professional services rendered for the month of October, 2007 with

above captioned matter..
$985,404.12 currently due o
time $104,983.26.

respect to the

Please note that there is an outstanding balance; of
N your account, making the total amount due at this -

| kindly request that you maks direct payment to "Grier, Copeland & Williams,
P.C." atyour earliest convenience. ' C '

e
. :-__:. ‘] e

[T

" Should you have any questiohs or comments in this regard, please do not

hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely yours,

T eAds e em e m e Mes ot . ‘o a e mme e o,

GRIER,.COPELAND & WILLIAMS, P. C. E © E H V E- :
.' S\ c
— iﬁA\ . NOV 3 o 2007
- WILSON A. COPELAND! Il . CITY OF DETROIT
. -, LAW DEPARTMENT
WAC/ied

Enclosures

. LABDR & EMPLOYMENT LAW DIVISION

@oo2
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GRIER, COPELAND &WILLIAMS PC.

0 615 GRISWOLD
‘gig_gg)RD BUILDING
- ' OIT, Ml 48226
Wilsan A, Copeland, |~ -
Rhonda Y. Reid Williams (313) 961-2600 Office
. Eula J. Johnson (313) 961-8848 Fax

lhvoice submitted to:
~ CITY OF DETROIT LAW DEPT.
. 1650 FIRST NATIONAL BLDG. '
— - -DETROI-MIGB22B-—v vooo « oo vme =+ o e s s amen e s e e
ATTENTION: VALERIE " : . o . .
COLBERT-OSAMUEDE, ESQ. ' ’ i

November 29,2007 '

-in Reference Ta: DEPUTY CHIEF GARY A. BROWN and POLICE OFFléER
HAROLD C. NELTHROPE vs. JERRY A. OLIVER, SR., CHIEF of
POLICE, KWAME KILPATRICK, MAYOR, GITY of DETROIT, -

' ROBERT BERG, MEDIA CONSULTANT to the GITY of DETROIT,

and the CITY of DETROIT, s MUNICIPAL CORPORATION
JOINTLY and SEVERALLY
FEDERAL TAX 1.D. NO; 38-2301-827
CASE NO: 03-317-557-NZ -
INVOICE NO: 34-01-18
OUR FILE NO: 3501-18

Professional Sefvices

—————— ' ' . _Hrs/Rate | __Amount

'1012/2007 WAC REVIEWAND RESPONSE . 0.40- ' 70.00
. - S oon]
WAC RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF LETTER TO FACILITAfQR o 0.20 ' 35.00
. : 175.00/hr .
'WAC RECE!PT AND REVIEW OF INQUIRY FROM REPORTING AGENCY 0.40 70.00
- RESPONSE TO SAME ©o 178. DOIT\r '
WAG RECEIPT AND REVIEW ~ 020! 35,00
a_ | ' ' 175.00hr .
WAC MULTIPLE TELEPHONE CONFERENCES WITH CO-DEFENDANT'S 0.60 © 105.00
ATTORNEY REGARDING (N _ - 175.00fhr -
WAC CONFERENCE WITH AKISHA JOHNSON FSQ. '0.30) 52.50
S e L e aceee o ATEOOMT. e on .
WAC REVIEW OF CO-DEFENDANTS MOTION ' o 020 . 3500
_ o S 175.00/r
AMJ RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF EMAIL FROM SYbNEY TURNER, ESQ. - ' 020 .. 30,00
" REGARDING (N 15000t TaTxg

2.50
2.20 ® 175.00 = 4oz, 50 E
0,20 D 150,00 = 30.00
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. . N Hrs/Rate
107312007 WAC RECEIPT AND REVIEW 0:20
BB 175.000nr |
WAC RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF LETTER FROM PLAINTIFF'S . 020 35.00
ATTORNEY REGARDING LIST 175.00/he
- _ _ 10/412007 AML_ RECEIFT AND.REVIEW.OF. EMAIL FROM.SYDNEY TURNER. ESQ. . -.020 - & 3000 . -
. REGARDING - 150.00/hr |
aws conminuen DRaFT oF SN 1.00 f 150.00
| . ‘ L 160.00/r '
WAC WEV!EW OF MULTIPLE E-MAILS REGARDING c40 | 70.00
. .. : 175.00/hr :
WAC REVIEW OF FlLE/CiSE Law recaroING (N 1.50 262.50
. - . 175 0o/hr. | .
10/5/2007 AMJ TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH SYDNEY TURNER, ESQ. 020 ! 3060
REGARDING 150.00hr - |
. i .
WAG REGEIPT AND REVIEW OF LETTER FROM PLAINTIFF'S 0.20 35.00
ATTORNEY TO CO-DEFENDANT ATTORNEY CONFIRMING 175.00/hr]
 FACILITATION DATE ‘
' |0/BI2007 WAC FILE REVIEW AND PREPARATION OF_ . 0.80 140.00
e i - . 175 nn/_brl -,
' WAG RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR AWARD OF 050 @ B7.50
ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS UNDER THE MICHIGAN 17500t
WHISTLEBLOWER'S PROTECTION ACT |
—WAC-RECEIPT AND-REVIEW-OF LEFFER-REGARDIN 20
COSTS . 175.000
{O/S1007 AMJ  TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH ATTORNEY SYDNEY TURNER  ~ 020 | 30,00
REGARDING . 15000
WAC TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH CO-DEFENDANT'S ATTORNEY 0.20 35.00
. T - . 175.00/r -
WAC RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF LETTER FROM CO-DEFENDANT 0.20 ! 36.00
ATTORNEY REGARDING 175.00m¢
T T T WAC RECERT AND REVIEW OF LETTER FROM FACILITATOR, 0:30 5250
" VALDEMAR WASHINGTON WITH ARTICLE AND AGREEMENT 175.00mr < T
FOR SIGNATURE T ani 1 DLLED
bso  hDbLD




S si— sev —ev 2004 Detroit News-City County Boos
" Page = 4
. ~Hs/Rate __Amount
10M16/2007 AMJ RESEARCH AND REVIEW .0.30 45.00
o - N 150.00/hr .
AMJ  TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH ATTORN SYDNEY TURNER £0.20 30.00 -
REGARDING d 150.00/hr
T Ny TELERHONE CONFERENCE WITH DWIGHT THOMAS, LEGAL ™~ 0207 T 35
ASSISTANT AT GITY OF DETROIT LAW DEPARTMENT | 150.00/hr
REGARDING : .
WAC RECEIFT AND REVIEW OF ) 020 35.00
176.06/hr '
WAC RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF ' - 0.50 87.50
1011772007 WAC TELEPHONE CONFERENCE REGARDING SITE OF FACILITATION 0.20 35.00
_ _ . . 175.00/hr
AMJ  APPEAREDAT FAGILITATION FOR ATTORNEY'S FEES 620 °  930.00
- . : - 150.00/hr S
_ —— ——WAC_REVIEW AND PREPARATION EQ OF 120 2.10000
175 00/hr
' . APPEARED AT FACILITATION, AND TRAVEL TO ROM .
FACILITATION, INCLUDING TRAVEL TQ PLAINTIFF'S OFFICE FOR
’_ .. SleNNe L o
1001872007 AMJ 'RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF E-MAIL FROM CORRESPONDENCE 020 - 30.00
: FROM ATTORNEY FRANK RIVERS REGARDING PLAINTIFF'S 150.00/hr
MOTION-FOR ATTORNEYS' FEES . T .
.. AMJ 'CONFERENCE WITH WILSCN A COPE.LAND, I‘L-ESQ. : - 0.40 60.00
REGARDING INFORMATION OBTAINED FROM FINANCIAL 150.00/h¢
INSTITUTIONS - - _ T _
AMJ TRAVEL TO FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS REGARDING DOCUMENT 1.00 150.00
' STORAGE (TWO TRIPS) - » . 150.00/hr |
: . AMJ . TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH ATTORNEY SYDNEY TURNER - 0.20 30.00
T e = AND-DWIGHT THOMAS REGARDI| 150000
' | WAC TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH BANKREGARDING SAFE °  * 0200 - . 3500
DEPOSIT BOX o o ¥ 175.00/hr
WAC RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF E-MAIL FROM PLAINTIFFS' e 040 1780
ATTORNEY REGARDING NEW DATE FOR MOTIONS . ~ 475.00Mr C15.00
. . . . ) _— 3, )
S o T : - 21.90. -
12,20 B 17500 = 2,210,00 |

370 @ 15608 = 1,305.00
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..

10/1812007 WAC LETTERTO PLAINTIFFS' ATTORNEY.REQUESTING SECURING

waC Rsvnswop“‘ '

E WAC MULTIPLE TELEPHONE CALLSTO PLAINTIFF‘S ATTORNEY -

SAFE DEPOSIT BOX WITH CARBON COPY TO ATTORNEY
COLBERT OSAMUEDE AND ATTORNEY McCARGO _

WAC. TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH PLAINTIFF'S ATTORNEY

B e e R ———
- - ow B L LT Ay

" WAC MULTIPLE TELEPHONE CONFERENOES WITH CO-DEFENDANT'S

ATTORNEY

: WAC TELEPHONE CALL TO CO-DEFENDANT'S ATTORNEY LEFT

MESSAGE

.

LEFT MESSAGES

WAC CONFERENCE WITH AKISHA JOHNSON EsQ. REGARDING
DOCUMENT STORAGE

WAC ‘RECEIPT AND REwEW'OF—

— ~—-10/19/2007-WAC -MULTIPLE TEL FRHONE CONEERENCES WITH_PLAINTIEE'S

gao?

- ATTORNEY REGARDING FRAMEWORK OF SETTLEMENT - .
AGREEMENTS; MULTIPLE TELEPHONE CONFERENCES WITH

REGARDING .

RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF VARIOUS COMMUNICATIONS FROM
PLAINTIFF'S ATTORNEY AND TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH
- CONSULTING ATTORNEY; MEETING WITH MAYOR AND '
MEETING WITH CONSULTING ATTORNEY

- 10/22/2007 AMJ TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH ATTORNEY SAMUEL '

10/23/2007 AMJ MULTIPLE TELEPHONE CO'NFERENCES WITH BANKING STAFF .

15,10 B 11500
- 2.50m (30,00 -

-McCARGO REGARDING INFORMATION OBTAINED FROM
" FINANCIAL INSTITUTION . .

AMJ ADDITIONAL TRIPSTO 'CHASE.BANK AND COMERICA BANK

—- . wememrem s e mma e e

e et o Y S

. REGARDING SAFE DEPOSIT. BOX

AMJ . MULTIPLE EMAIL CORRESPONDENCE WITH ATTORNEY
McCARGO REGARDING SAFE DEPOSITBOX -

CO-DEFENDANT'S ATTORNEY AND CORPORATION COUNSEL

at.le T

Page: 5
Hrs/Fiate ___Amount
0.30 . 52.50
175.00/hr .
040  70.00
175.00/hr .
To707 " T 42380 T
- 175.00/hr
'0.10 17.50
175.00/r =
040 . 70.00
175.00/r '
0.30 52.50
175.00/hr .
040 70,00
175.00/r .
0.50 87.50
175.00/hr
1200 2100.00 _
175.00/r
0.30° 45,00
150.D_Q/hr AN
1085 ¢ 150,00
150 00rhr "
070 105.00
#50.00mr
. 050 ©75.00 .
" 150.00/r ‘
3 N180
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Page 6

WAC RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF ' |

AMJ REGEIPT'AND REVIEW OF STIPULATED ORDER TO EXTEND
DUE DATE ON POST TRIAL MOTIONS

" AMJ RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF EMAIL CORRES?ONDENCE FROM
ATTORNEY FRANK RIVERS REGARDING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION
FOR ATTORNEY FEES

1072872007 WAG “TELEPHONE CONFERENCE WITH CO-DEFENDANT'S ATTORNEY
REGARDING NI

. 10/30/2007 WAC RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF E-MAIL FROM ATTORNEY McCARGO -
REGARDING .

Hrs/Rate Amount

0.20 35.00
175.00Mmr .
. 0.20 35.00
175.00/hr

0.30 - 52.50
175.00Mr

0.20 30.00
150.00/hr,

0.20 30.00
"150.00/hr :

0.50 . 87.50
17500/

0:10 - 17.50

-175.00/hr e

vices ;- . pp.00
Far 'Fifm"e*"S‘JDTTEI*“EEWices*rendered———-"i'mE> 'iﬂ .

* Additional Charges .

10/15/2007 WAC POSTAGE
~ POSTAGE THROUGH OCTOBER 18, 2007

N
B .
-

- Total costs .

Tétal amount of this hill

Prevxous balance |
11/5/2007 PAYMENT THANK YOU

Total payments and ad;ustments

- __7.....-- g 1e e ma— e e e marmes e -...'-."...-l..'...ﬁ’ e s R R '

Balance due

INTERIM BILLING -

—573 eJ/ w.57-7-503/

1.64

$1.64.7 -
. $9579.14 S

$106,743.00
(311,338.88)
$11,338.88)

$104 983.26 -
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10/0/2007 WAC RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF

SNTTrToTLLLY vuulLly

Hrisate Amount

$

41250

2.70 @ 115.00 : -
L90,00 -

f.b0 & 150.00

-
=

-

-

Q005

: 0.20 35.00
175.00/hr }
WAC RECEIFT AND REVIEW OF 0.20 35.00 -
Lo  AT5.00/r. L. :
l
. |
10/11/2007 AMJ N Zornev svoney TurneR 70 (TR 150 225.00
! . 150.00/hr
AMJ RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF FINAL JUDGMENT VIA E-MAIL . 020 30.00
- : 150.00/hr
WAC REGEIPT AND REVIEW OF . 050 | 87.50
. 175.00/r |
WAC - RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF E-MAIL FROM ATTORNEY TURNER 0.20 35.00
WITH COPY OF JUDGMENT _ 175,00/ |
1011212007 WAC RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF LETTER FROM PLAINTIFF'S 020 |- 35.00
ATTORNEY WITH TRUE COPY.OF ORDER REGARDING 175.00mr
e RACHJTATION - ; —
WAC RECEIPT AND. REVIEW OF LETTER FROM GO-DEFENDANT 020 ' 3500
ATTORNEY TURNER WITH TRUE COPY OF JUDGMENT AND 175.00/Mmr ,
DATE OF TIME OF REQUESTED HEARING BEFORE JUDGE | |
| CALLAHAN '
' 101572007 AMJ TELEPHONE CALL TO COURT CLERK REGARDING HEARING 0.20 30,00 -
SCHEDULED FOR 10/18/07 150.00hr .
WAC ‘RECEIPT AND REVIEW OF 120 | . 210.00
AND REVIEW OF . 175,00/
| AND PREPARE FOR ,
AMJ MEETIN ATTORNEY SYDNEY ] oA 200 30000
R . 150.00M
. {D/16/2007 ‘AMJ - RECEIFT-AND REVIEW: ~020 - - & 30.00
- : 150.00mr
AMJ RECE! 050 75.00
4 AB000hT
150.00Mr .
7.30 I.’!QL-‘O



